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TUNING AND OPTIMIZING DISTRIBUTED 
SYSTEMS WITH DECLARATIVE MODELS 

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED 
APPLICATIONS 

N/A 

BACKGROUND 

Background and Relevant Art 

As computerized systems have increased in popularity, so 
have the complexity of the software and hardware employed 
Within such systems. In general, the need for seemingly more 
complex softWare continues to groW, Which further tends to 
be one of the forces that push greater development of hard 
Ware. For example, if application programs require too much 
of a given hardWare system, the hardWare system can operate 
inef?ciently, or otherWise be unable to process the application 
program at all. Recent trends in application program devel 
opment, hoWever, have removed many of these types of hard 
Ware constraints at least in part using distributed application 
programs. In general, distributed application programs com 
prise components that are executed over several different 
hardWare components, often on different computer systems 
in a tiered environment. 

With distributed application programs, the different com 
puter systems may communicate various processing results to 
each other over a netWork. Along these lines, an organiZation 
Will employ a distributed application server to manage several 
different distributed application programs over many differ 
ent computer systems. For example, a user might employ one 
distributed application server to manage the operations of an 
ecommerce application program that is executed on one set of 
different computer systems. The user might also use the dis 
tributed application server to manage execution of customer 
management application programs on the same or even a 

different set of computer systems. 
Of course, each corresponding distributed application 

managed through the distributed application server can, in 
turn, have several different modules and components that are 
executed on still other different computer systems. One can 
appreciate, therefore, that While this ability to combine pro 
cessing poWer through several different computer systems 
can be an advantage, there are other disadvantages to such a 
Wide distribution of application program modules. For 
example, organizations might expect a distributed application 
server to run distributed applications optimally on the avail 
able resources, and take into account changing demand pat 
terns and resource availability. 

Unfortunately, conventional distributed application serv 
ers are typically ill-equipped (or not equipped at all) to auto 
matically handle and manage all of the different problems that 
can occur for each given module of a distributed application 
program. For example, a user may have an online store appli 
cation program that is routinely sWamped With orders When 
ever there is a promotion, or during the same holidays each 
year. In some cases, the user might expect the distributed 
application server to analyZe and anticipate these ?uctuating 
demands on various components or modules of the given 
distributed application program. 

In particular, the organiZation might expect the distributed 
application server to sWap around various resources so that 
high-demand processes can be handled by softWare and hard 
Ware components on other systems that may be less busy. 
Such accommodations, hoWever, can be dif?cult if not impos 

20 

25 

30 

35 

40 

45 

50 

55 

60 

65 

2 
sible to do With conventional distributed application server 
platforms. Speci?cally, most conventional distributed appli 
cation server platforms are ill-equipped or otherWise unable 
to identify and properly manage different demand patterns 
betWeen components of a distributed application program. 
This may be due at least partly to the complexity in managing 
application programs that can have many distributed compo 
nents and subsystems, many of Which are long-running Work 
?oWs, and/or otherWise legacy or external systems. 

In addition, conventional distributed application program 
servers are generally not con?gured for e?icient scalability. 
For example, most distributed application servers are con?g 
ured to manage precise instructions of the given distributed 
application program, such as precise reference and/or com 
ponent addressing schemes. That is, there is often little or no 
“loose coupling” betWeen components of an application pro 
gram. Thus, When an administrator of the server desires to 
redeploy certain modules or components onto another server 
or set of computer systems, there is an enhanced potential of 
errors particularly Where a large number of different com 
puter systems and/or modules may be involved. This potential 
for errors can be realiZed When some of the neW module or 

component references are not passed onWard everyWhere 
they are needed, or if they are passed onWard incorrectly. 
One aspect of distributed application programs that can 

further enhance this potential for error is the notion that the 
distributed application server may be managing several dif 
ferent distributed application programs, each of Which 
executes on a different platform. That is, the distributed appli 
cation server may need to translate different instructions for 
each different platform before the corresponding as distrib 
uted application program may be able to accept and imple 
ment the change. Due to these and other complications, dis 
tributed application programs tend to be fairly sensitive to 
demand spikes. 

This sensitivity to demand spikes can mean that various 
distributed application program modules may continue to 
operate at a sub-optimum level for a long period of time 
before the error can be detected. In some cases, the adminis 
trator for the distributed application server may not even take 
corrective action since attempting to do so could result in an 
even greater number of errors. As a result, a distributed appli 
cation program module could potentially become stuck in a 
pattern of inef?cient operation, such as continually rebooting 
itself, Without ever getting corrected during the lifetime of the 
distributed application program. Accordingly, there are a 
number of di?iculties With management of current distributed 
application programs and distributed application program 
servers that can be addressed. 

BRIEF SUMMARY 

Implementations of the present invention provide systems, 
methods, and computer program products con?gured to auto 
matically manage and adjust operations of distributed appli 
cation programs through a distributed application program 
server. In at least one implementation, for example, a distrib 
uted application program server comprises a set of implemen 
tation means and a set of analytics means. Through a plat 
form-speci?c driver for each given module of a distributed 
application program, the implementation means deploy sets 
of high-level instructions, or declarative models, to create a 
given distributed application program module on the respec 
tive platform, While the analytics means automatically moni 
tor and adjust the declarative models, as needed. This loose 
coupling through the declarative models of server compo 
nents to the distributed application program and automatic 
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monitoring and adjustment can allow the server to better (e.g., 
automatically) manage demand, resource, or usage spikes, 
and/ or other forms of distributed application program behav 
ior ?uctuations. 

Accordingly, at least one method in accordance With an 
implementation of the present invention can include sending 
an initial set of instructions corresponding to at least one 
declarative model of a distributed application program to a 
platform-speci?c driver of implementation means. The 
method can also include receiving one or more event streams 

through the platform-speci?c driver. In general, the one or 
more event streams contain information about execution of 

the distributed application program. In addition, the method 
can include correlating the received execution information 
With the at least one declarative model. Furthermore, the 
method can include modifying the at least one declarative 
model in accordance With the received execution information. 
The modi?cation to the at least one declarative model Will 
adjust one or more operations of the distributed application 
program. 

In addition, another or alternative method in accordance 
With an implementation of the present invention can include 
implementing, via implementation means, an initial set of 
platform-speci?c instructions for a distributed application 
program on one or more different computer systems based on 
one or more declarative models for the distributed application 
program. The method can also include monitoring behavioral 
information for one or more modules of the distributed appli 
cation program at the one or more different computer sys 
tems. In addition, the method can include determining from 
the monitored behavioral information that one or more cor 
responding operational trends fall outside a desired param 
eter. Furthermore, the method can include adjusting at least 
one declarative model to account for the one or more opera 
tional trends that fall outside the desired parameter. Still fur 
ther, the method can include implementing, via the imple 
mentation means, a subsequent set of platform-speci?c 
instructions for the distributed application program based on 
the adjusted at least one declarative model. 

This Summary is provided to introduce a selection of con 
cepts in a simpli?ed form that are further described beloW in 
the Detailed Description. This Summary is not intended to 
identify key features or essential features of the claimed sub 
ject matter, nor is it intended to be used as an aid in determin 
ing the scope of the claimed subject matter. 

Additional features and advantages of the invention Will be 
set forth in the description Which folloWs, and in part Will be 
obvious from the description, or may be learned by the prac 
tice of the invention. The features and advantages of the 
invention may be realiZed and obtained by means of the 
instruments and combinations particularly pointed out in the 
appended claims. These and other features of the present 
invention Will become more fully apparent from the folloWing 
description and appended claims, or may be learned by the 
practice of the invention as set forth hereinafter. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

In order to describe the manner in Which the above-recited 
and other advantages and features of the invention can be 
obtained, a more particular description of the invention 
brie?y described above Will be rendered by reference to spe 
ci?c embodiments thereof Which are illustrated in the 
appended draWings. Understanding that these draWings 
depict only typical embodiments of the invention and are not 
therefore to be considered to be limiting of its scope, the 

20 

25 

30 

35 

40 

45 

50 

55 

60 

65 

4 
invention Will be described and explained With additional 
speci?city and detail through the use of the accompanying 
draWings in Which: 

FIG. 1A illustrates an overvieW schematic diagram in 
accordance With an implementation of the present invention 
of a system con?gured to automatically implement, analyZe, 
and otherWise adjust distributed application program behav 
ior or operations using one or more declarative models; 

FIG. 1B illustrates a more detailed schematic diagram of 
the analytics means component shoWn in FIG. 1A; 

FIG. 2 illustrates a ?owchart in accordance With an imple 
mentation of the present invention of a series of acts in a 
method of automatically monitoring and adjusting one or 
more declarative models of a distributed application program 
during execution; and 

FIG. 3 illustrates a ?oWchart in accordance With an imple 
mentation of the present invention of a series of acts in a 
method of automatically adjusting operations of a distributed 
application program through periodic monitoring and tuning 
of one or more declarative models. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION 

Implementations of the present invention extend to sys 
tems, methods, and computer program products con?gured to 
automatically manage and adjust operations of distributed 
application programs through a distributed application pro 
gram server. In at least one implementation, for example, a 
distributed application program server comprises a set of 
implementation means and a set of analytics means. Through 
a platform-speci?c driver for each given module of a distrib 
uted application program, the implementation means deploy 
sets of high-level instructions, or declarative models, to create 
a given distributed application program module on the 
respective platform, While the analytics means automatically 
monitor and adjust the declarative models, as needed. This 
loose coupling through the declarative models of server com 
ponents to the distributed application program and automatic 
monitoring and adjustment can alloW the server to better (e. g., 
automatically) manage demand, resource, or usage spikes, 
and/or other forms of distributed application program behav 
ior ?uctuations. 

Accordingly, and as Will be understood more fully from the 
folloWing speci?cation and claims, implementations of the 
present invention can provide a number of advantages, effec 
tively through automated, yet high-level management. For 
example, a user (e.g., server administrator) can create high 
level instructions in the form of declarative models, Which 
effectively state various generaliZed intents regarding one or 
more operations and/or policies of operation in a distributed 
application program. These generaliZed intents of the 
declarative models can then be implemented through speci?c 
commands in various application containers, Which, during 
or after execution, can also be coordinated With various event 
streams that re?ect distributed application program behavior. 

In particular, and as Will also be discussed more fully 
herein, these returned event streams can be used in conjunc 
tion With the declarative models by analytics means to reason 
about causes of behavior in the distributed application sys 
tems, Whereby the analytics means logically joins operational 
data regarding the real World, and data in the declarative 
models. The analytics means and implementations means 
components of the present invention can then use this joined 
data to plan changes and actions on declarative models based 
on causes and trends of behavior of distributed systems, and 
thus automatically adjust distributed application program 
behavior on an ongoing basis. 
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Referring noW to the Figures, FIG. 1A illustrates an over 
vieW schematic diagram of at least one implementation of the 
present invention in Which a distributed application server in 
a distributed computerized environment/system 100 is used 
to manage one or more different distributed application pro 
grams 107 on an ongoing, automatic basis. In particular, FIG. 
1A shoWs a system 100 comprising an implementation means 
105 and an analytics means 110. In general, implementation 
means 105 and analytics means 110 comprise one or more 
generaliZed components that can be used Within one or more 
distributed application program servers to manage one or 
more different distributed application programs 107(a-b, 
etc.) in one or more application containers 135. 

For example, FIG. 1A shoWs that, in at least one imple 
mentation, implementation means 105 can comprise a tools 
component 125. In general, tools component 125 can be used 
to create one or more declarative models 153. For example, a 

user (e. g., distributed application program developer) can use 
one or more developer’s tools (e. g., 125) to create a declara 
tive model 153. As a preliminary matter, one Will appreciate 
that any reference herein to any platform (or otherWise oper 
ating system)-speci?c component or module is made purely 
by Way of convenience in explanation. Speci?cally, any ref 
erence herein to any component, module or feature Will be 
understood as capable of being applied in a Wide range of 
operating environments, systems, and/or applications. 

In any event, and as previously mentioned, declarative 
models 153 include one or more sets of high-level instruc 
tions regarding operations of a particular distributed applica 
tion program 107. These high-level instructions generally 
describe a particular intent for operation/behavior of one or 
more modules in the distributed application program, but do 
not necessarily describe steps required to implement the par 
ticular operations/behaviors. For example, a declarative 
model 153 can include such information as on What computer 
systems a particular module should run, as Well as the char 
acteristics of a computer system that should be alloWed to run 
the particular module (e.g., processing speed, storage capac 
ity, etc.). Although the declarative model 153 could include 
ultimately such speci?c information as the Uniform Resource 
Identi?er (URI) address of a particular endpoint, the initial 
creation of declarative models 153 Will more likely include 
generaliZed information, such as a domain name Where a 
module can be executed, different permissions sets that canbe 
associated With execution of the module, Whether or not cer 
tain components should connect at all, etc. 

For example, a declarative model 153 may describe the 
intent of having one Web service connect to another Web 
service. When ultimately interpreted and/ or translated, these 
generaliZed intent instructions can result in very speci?c 
instructions/commands, depending on the platform or oper 
ating environment. For example, the declarative model 153 
could include instructions so that, When interpreted, a Web 
service deployed into one datacenter may be con?gured to use 
a TCP transport if one other Web service is nearby, and alter 
natively use an Internet relay connection if the other Web 
service is outside of the ?reWall (i.e., not nearby). 

Although indicating a preference for connection of some 
sort, the declarative model (e.g., a “declarative application 
model”) (153) Will typically leave the choice of connection 
protocol to a model interpreter. In particular, a declarative 
model might indicate a preference for connections, While the 
declarative model interpreter (e. g., executive component 115 
and/or platform-speci?c driver 130) can be con?gured to 
select different communication transports for the intended 
connection depending on Where speci?c modules are 
deployed. For example, the model interpreter (e.g., executive 
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6 
component 115 and/or platform-speci?c driver 130) may pre 
pare more speci?c instructions to differentiate the connection 
betWeen modules When on the same machine, in a cluster, or 
connected over the Internet. 

Similarly, another declarative model (e.g., a “declarative 
policy model”) (153) may describe operational features based 
more on end-use policies. For example, a declarative policy 
model used With a distributed ?nancial application program 
may dictate that no more than 100 trade requests in a second 
may be sent over a connection to a brokerage ?rm. A policy 
model interpreter (e. g., executive component 115 and/or plat 
form-speci?c driver 130), hoWever, can be con?gured to 
choose an appropriate strategy, such as queuing excessive 
requests to implement the described intent. 

In any case, FIG. 1A shoWs that, upon creating a particular 
declarative model 153, the tools component 125 then passes 
(e.g., Writes) the declarative model 153 into repository 120. In 
at least one implementation, any time repository 120 receives 
any kind of modi?cation to a declarative model 153 (e.g., neW 
Writes, or modi?cations from analytics means 110), the 
repository 120 can send one or more updates or alerts to the 
executive component 115. In additional or alternative imple 
mentations, hoWever, executive component 115 may be con 
?gured to identify any such modi?cations, creations, or 
changes by synchronizing With repository 120 on some par 
ticular schedule. 

In either case, executive component 115 ultimately identi 
?es, receives and re?nes the declarative models 153 (and/or 
changes thereto) in repository 120 so that they can be trans 
lated by the platform-speci?c driver 130. In general, “re?n 
ing” a declarative model 153 includes adding or modifying 
any of the information contained in a declarative model so 
that the declarative model instructions are suf?ciently com 
plete for translation by platform-speci?c driver 130. Since the 
declarative models 153 can be Written relatively loosely by a 
human user (i.e., containing generaliZed intent instructions or 
requests), there may be different degrees or extents to Which 
an executive component Will need to modify or supplement a 
declarative model. 

In one implementation, for example, executive component 
115 re?nes the declarative model 153 using a progressive 
elaboration techniques, until there are no ambiguities, and 
details are su?icient for the platform-speci?c drivers 130 to 
consume them. Along these lines, for example, the executive 
component 115 can be con?gured to re?ne the declarative 
model 153 based knoWledge of semantics of dependencies 
betWeen elements in the declarative model 153 (eg one Web 
service connected to another). In additional or alternative 
implementations, the executive component 115 can also be 
con?gured to re?ne the declarative model 153 for some other 
contextual aWareness, such as the information about the 
inventory of application containers 135 that may be available 
in the datacenter Where a distributed application program Will 
be deployed. 

In addition, the executive component 115 can be con?g 
ured to ?ll in missing data regarding computer system assign 
ments. For example, executive component 115 might identify 
a number of different modules in a declarative model 153 that 
have no requirement for speci?c computer system addresses 
or operating requirements. The executive component 115 
might thus assign distributed application program modules to 
available computer systems arranged by appropriate distrib 
uted application program containers 135. The executive com 
ponent 115 may then record that machine information in the 
re?ned declarative model 15311 (or segment thereof). Along 
these lines, the executive component 115 can reason about the 
best Way to ?ll in data in a re?ned declarative model 153. For 
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example, as previously described, executive component 115 
may determine and decide Which transport to use for an 
endpoint based on proximity of connection, or determine and 
decide hoW to allocate distributed application program mod 
ules based on factors appropriate for handling expected 
spikes in demand. 

In addition or alternative implementations, the executive 
component 115 can be con?gured to compute dependent data 
in the declarative model 153. For example, the executive 
component 115 may compute dependent data based on an 
assignment of distributed application program modules to 
machines. Along these lines, the executive component 115 
may calculate URI addresses on the endpoints, and propagate 
the corresponding URI addresses from provider endpoints to 
consumer endpoints. In addition, the executive component 
115 may evaluate constraints in the declarative model 153. 
For example, the executive component 115 can be con?gured 
to check to see if tWo distributed application program mod 
ules can actually be assigned to the same machine, and if not, 
the executive component 115 can re?ne the declarative model 
15311 to accommodate this requirement. 

After adding all appropriate data (or otherWise modi?ng/ 
re?ning) the given declarative model 153 (to create model 
153a), the executive component 115 can ?naliZe the re?ned 
declarative model 15311 so that it can be translated by plat 
form-speci?c drivers 130. To ?naliZe or complete the re?ned 
declarative model 15311, executive component 115 might, for 
example, partition declarative model 153 into segments that 
can be targeted by any one or more platform-speci?c drivers 
130. To this end, the executive component 115 might tag each 
declarative model 15311 (or segment thereof) With its target 
driver (e.g., the address of platform-speci?c driver 130). Fur 
thermore, the executive component 115 can verify that the 
declarative model 15311 can actually be translated by the 
platform-speci?c drivers 130, and, if so, pass the re?ned 
declarative model 15311 (or segment thereof) to the particular 
platform-speci?c driver 130 for translation. 

In any case, FIG. 1A shoWs that the platform-speci?c 
driver 130 translates these instructions corresponding to the 
re?ned declarative models 153a (and/or segment thereof) into 
sets of one or more platform-speci?c instructions/commands 
133. For example, FIG. 1A shoWs that the platform-speci?c 
driver 130 might create a set of imperative instructions/com 
mands 133 that can be executed in a particular operating 
system or operating environment, and/ or Will be understood 
by a speci?c application program operating in a particular 
application container 135. As a result, the generaliZed or 
supplemented instructions placed into the declarative models 
by the tools component 125 and/or executive component 115 
ultimately direct operational reality of an application in one 
or more application containers 135. 

In particular, the distributed application containers 135 
execute the declarative models 153 by executing the instruc 
tions/commands 133 received from the platform-speci?c 
driver 130. To this end, the distributed application containers 
135 might replace or update any prior modules that have been 
replaced or revised With a neW declarative model 153. In 
addition, the distributed application containers 135 execute 
the distributed application modules and/or components 
described in the neW instructions/commands 133, as appro 
priate, on any number of different computer systems. 

In addition, the distributed application programs 107 pro 
vide various operational information about execution and 
performance back through the implementation means 105. 
For example, the distributed application program 107 may 
send back one or more event streams 137 regarding various 
execution or performance issues. In one implementation, the 
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distributed application program 107 may send out the event 
streams 137 on a continuous, ongoing basis, While, in other 
implementations, the distributed application program 107 
sends the event streams on a scheduled basis (e.g., based on a 
schedule setup by the platform-speci?c driver 130). The plat 
form-speci?c drivers 130, in turn, pass the one or more event 
streams 137 to analytics means 10 for analysis, tuning, and/or 
other appropriate modi?cations. 

In particular, and as Will be understood more fully herein, 
the analytics means 110 aggregate, correlate, and otherWise 
?lter the relevant data to identify interesting trends and behav 
iors of the various distributed application programs 107. The 
analytics means 110 can also modify corresponding declara 
tive models 153 as appropriate for the identi?ed trends. For 
example, the analytics means 10 may modify declarative 
models 153 so that a given module of a distributed application 
program can be redeployed on another machine if the cur 
rently assigned machine is rebooting too frequently. 

Accordingly, FIG. 1B illustrates a more detailed vieW of 
the analytics means 110 and the corresponding components 
therein. For example, FIG. 1B shoWs that analytics means 115 
can comprise at least a monitoring component 140, as Well as 
a general repository 143, Which includes a repository 145 for 
hosting/ storing operational data, as Well as repository 155 for 
storing declarative models (e.g., 153/153a). In one imple 
mentation, repository 143 (or any sub-repository 145, 155 
therein) is the same physical media and/or storage partition as 
repository 120. Nevertheless, FIGS. 1A and 1B illustrate 
these repositories as different information stores for purposes 
of illustrating at least one implementation. 
As previously described, analytics means 110 can receive 

one or more event streams 137 from implementation means 
105 (e.g., from platform-speci?c drivers 130). As shoWn in 
FIG. 1B, analytics means 110 receives these event streams 
137 through monitoring component 140, Which normaliZes 
the received event streams 137, and computes operational 
data in repository 145. In general, operational data in reposi 
tory 145 includes data about the distributed application pro 
grams 107 during execution, including any operational infor 
mation regarding execution of virtually any module or 
component of the distributed application program on a par 
ticular computer system, as Well as the corresponding behav 
ior of such. For example, monitoring component 140 might 
identify the number of requests served per hour, the average 
response times, and so forth in a Web service distributed 
application program. 

To create useful information, monitoring component 140 
computes the operational data (in repository 145) by com 
parison of the event streams With the corresponding declara 
tive models 153. In at least one implementation, monitoring 
component 140 performs join-like ?ltering of event streams 
that include real World events With intent information 
described by a particular declarative model 153. As such, the 
operational data in repository 145 Will typically include pri 
marily data that are relevant and aggregated to the level of 
describing the running distributed application program 107 
(and corresponding modules) and systems around it. 

In addition to the foregoing, FIG. 1B shoWs that analytics 
means 110 comprises a forensics component 150, Which can 
receive the operational data created by monitoring compo 
nent 140. In at least one implementation, forensics compo 
nent 150 comprises an expert system that can detect patterns 
in the operational data of repository 145.At least part of being 
an expert system in this particular example is that the foren 
sics component 150 knoWs What questions to ask against the 
prepared operational data. Prior to querying the operational 
data, hoWever, the forensics component 150 Will generally 
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perform one or more additional join operations to join the 
operational data in repository 145 With declarative model 153 
data in repository 155. Thereafter, the forensics component 
150 Will further perform the appropriate queries. Accord 
ingly, the query results obtained by the forensics component 
150 represent the intersection of the declarative model 153 
information and real -World operational information from dis 
tributed application program behavior. 

Such information identi?ed by the forensics component 
150 can thus include trends, pathologies (and their causes) 
and other behavior of running/ executing distributed applica 
tion programs 107. The forensics component 150 can also 
identify these trends, pathologies, etc. in the corresponding 
platforms/operating environments/application containers 
135 in Which the distributed application programs 107 are 
running. This alloWs the forensics component 150 to identify 
such information as acceleration in the rate of reboots of a 
particular server, and/ or that such reboots may be caused by a 
memory leak after a recent application change. 
Upon identifying these various trends and reports, FIG. 1B 

shoWs that the forensics component 150 passes this informa 
tion to planner component 160. In general, planner compo 
nent 160 is an associative expert system that decides hoW to 
change declarative models 153 based on behavioral, trend 
based, or otherWise environmental actions and/or causes 
(e. g., received from forensics component 150). For example, 
the planner component 160 may decide upon revieW of the 
information received from forensics component 150 to roll 
back a recent change (e.g., that caused a particular server to 
reboot very frequently) to a recent distributed application 
program 107. 

In order to make determinations about Whether or to What 
extent to modify a distributed application program’s behav 
ior, the planner component 160 can employ any number of 
tools. For example, the planner component 160 may apply 
statistical inferencing and constraint-based optimiZation 
techniques. The planner component 160 may also compare 
potential decisions on a declarative model (e.g., a possible 
update thereto) to prior decisions made for a declarative 
model (e. g., a previous update thereto), and measure success 
rates continuously over time against a Bayesian distribution. 
Thus, the planner component 160 more-directly in?uences 
operations in a distributed application program 107 at least in 
part by creating or changing corresponding declarative mod 
els 153. 

In one example of operation, therefore, planner component 
160 can identify from forensics component 150 that multiple 
modules on a particular computer system are having to restart 
or reboot frequently. Planner component 160 might thus 
update declarative model 15311 (to create model 15319) to 
change the physical location of the corresponding modules to 
a more stable computer system. If that did not Work, then the 
planner component 160 could perform still further actions, 
such as by changing the declarative model 15311 again to 
specify operating policies. For example, the planner compo 
nent 160 might determine a policy update in the declarative 
model 15311 so that, during a speci?c time of day, month, or 
year, a particular module can only perform requests for some 
predetermined maximum number of users. The planner com 
ponent 160 might further update another re?ned declarative 
model 15311 (to create modi?ed declarative model 15319) to 
better handle failover requests during this same time period 
using additional computer systems. 

Planner component 160 can then pass these and any other 
changes in the declarative models 153 (i.e., modi?ed declara 
tive model 15319) to implementation means 105, such as by 
sending these modi?ed declarative models directly to execu 
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tive component 115, or simply by updating repository 120 
With the relevant changes. As previously mentioned, if the 
change is stored in repository 120 (rather than sent directly to 
executive component 115), executive component 115 Will 
ultimately identify the change, Whether through a continuous 
or periodic synchronizing mechanism. The executive compo 
nent 115 can then begin the previously described processes of 
re?ning the declarative model so that it is suitable for trans 
lation. Upon re?ning the modi?ed/updated declarative 
model, the platform-speci?c driver 130 can translate the 
re?ned, modi?ed declarative model into a set of commands, 
Which have effects on the appropriate distributed application 
containers. 

Accordingly, FIGS. 1A and 1B illustrate (and the corre 
sponding text) illustrate or otherWise describe a number of 
different components, modules, and mechanisms for reason 
ing and modifying deeply schematiZed data, Which has 
effects on actual operations. In particular, FIGS. 1A and 1B 
(and the corresponding text) illustrate or otherWise describe a 
number of components, modules, and mechanisms that can 
be used to automatically manage, adjust, and tune operations 
of distributed application programs during execution. These 
component, modules, and mechanisms can provide a poWer 
ful frameWork for applying the principle of system adaptabil 
ity and autonomics. 

Implementations of the present invention can also be 
described in terms of one or more ?oWcharts comprising acts 
and/or steps in a method for accomplishing a particular result. 
For example, FIG. 2 and FIG. 3 illustrate ?oWchar‘ts compris 
ing a series of acts and/or steps from the perspective of a 
server for automatically monitoring and tuning distributed 
application program behaviors using a declarative model, or 
sets of high-level instructions. The acts and/ or steps of FIGS. 
2 and 3 are described beloW in terms of the components, 
modules, schematics, and corresponding text of FIGS. 1A 
and 1B. 

For example, FIG. 2 shoWs that the method from the per 
spective of a server of automatically monitoring and adjusting 
one or more declarative models of a distributed application 
program can comprise an act 200 of sending instructions for 
a declarative model to a platform-speci?c driver. Act 200 
includes implementing, via implementation means, an initial 
set of platform-speci?c instructions for distributing an appli 
cation program in one or more different computer systems, 
based on one or more declarative models for the distributed 

application program. For example, FIGS. 1A and 1B shoW 
that implementation means 105, Which comprises tools com 
ponent 125, executive component 115, repository 120, and 
platform-speci?c driver 130, can generate and implement any 
number of high-level instructions (e.g., declarative models 
153) as speci?c, loW-level commands through an application 
container 135. 

FIG. 2 also shoWs that the method from the perspective of 
the server can comprise an act 210 of receiving one or more 

event streams regarding application program behavior. Act 
210 includes receiving one or more event streams through the 
platform-speci?c driver, the one or more event streams con 
taining execution information about the distributed applica 
tion program. For example, FIGS. 1A and 1B shoW that the 
application container 135 passes one or more event streams 
135 comprising operational data for the distributed applica 
tion program back to the platform-speci?c driver 130. As 
previously described, the platform-speci?c driver 130 passes 
these event streams 135 onWard to the analytics means 110. 

Accordingly, FIG. 2 shoWs that the method from the per 
spective of the server can comprise an act 220 of correlating 
the event stream information to a declarative model. Act 220 
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includes correlating the received execution information With 
at least one declarative model. For example, the monitoring 
component 140 of analytics means 110 can correlate the 
execution information received in the event streams 137 With 
declarative model data in repository 155, and thereby create 
operational data in repository 145. 

In addition, FIG. 2 shoWs that the method from the per 
spective of the server can comprise an act 230 of automati 
cally modifying the application program operations using the 
declarative models. Act 230 includes modifying the at least 
one declarative model in accordance With the received execu 
tion information, Wherein the modi?cation to the at least one 
declarative model adjusts one or more operations of the dis 
tributed application program. For example, FIG. 1B shoWs 
that the forensics as component 150 and planner component 
160 can exchange information to identify speci?c behaviors 
in the distributed application programs that may or may not be 
Working as intended (based on instructions from the declara 
tive models 153). The planner component 160 can then adjust 
those corresponding declarative models appropriately. Ulti 
mately, the implementation means 105 implements any such 
changes to the declarative models via the re?nement and 
translation processes described above. 

In addition to the foregoing, FIG. 3 shoWs that an addi 
tional or alternative method in accordance With the present 
invention from the perspective of the server of automatically 
adjusting operations of a distributed application With declara 
tive models can comprise an act 300 of implementing plat 
form-speci?c instructions based on a declarative model. Act 
300 includes implementing, via implementation means, an 
initial set of platform-speci?c instructions for a distributed 
application program on one or more different computer sys 
tems, based on one or more declarative models for the dis 
tributed application program. For example, as previously 
described, the implementations means 105 can comprise one 
or more components for generating and distributing instruc 
tions corresponding to one or more declarative models doWn 
through a platform-speci?c driver 130, Which then passes 
speci?c instructions/commands 133 to one or more applica 
tion containers 135. 

FIG. 3 also shoWs the method from the perspective of the 
server can comprise an act 310 of monitoring behavioral 
information for an application program. Act 310 includes 
monitoring behavioral information for one or more modules 
of the distributed application program at the one or more 
different computer systems. For example, FIGS. 1A and 1B 
shoW that application container 135 passes event streams 
back to implementation means 105 through the platform 
speci?c driver 130, Which then passes these event streams 135 
on to the analytics means 110, Where they are received and 
normaliZed at a monitoring component 140. 

In addition, FIG. 3 shoWs that the method from the per 
spective of the server can comprise an act 320 of determining 
an error based on the monitored behavioral information. Act 
320 includes determining from the monitored behavioral 
information that one or more corresponding operational 
trends fall outside of an expected or desired parameter. For 
example, FIG. 1B shoWs the monitoring component 140 and 
forensics component 150 can generate and analyZe opera 
tional data in repository 145 to determine if one or more 
modules are rebooting too frequently or acting in some other 
Way that falls outside of a desired or preferred parameter. 

Furthermore, FIG. 3 shoWs that the method from the per 
spective of the server can comprise an act 330 of adjusting a 
declarative model to accommodate the error. Act 33 0 includes 
adjusting at least one declarative model to account for the one 
or more operational trends that fall outside the desired param 
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eter. For example, FIG. 1B shoWs that the planner component 
160 can receive information from the forensics component 
150 and then, based on its oWn additional analysis, adjust or 
otherWise modify one or more declarative models 153 in 
repository 155. 

Still further, FIG. 3 shoWs that the method from the per 
spective of the server can comprise an act 340 of implement 
ing neW platform-speci?c instructions based on the change to 
the declarative model. Act 340 includes implementing, via 
implementation means, a subsequent set of platform-speci?c 
instructions for the distributed application container based on 
the adjusted as least one declarative model. For example, FIG. 
1B shoWs that planner component 160 passes along a modi 
?ed declarative model 15319 to the implementation means 
105. Upon an appropriate trigger, such as receipt into reposi 
tory 120, the executive component 115 can then generate a 
neW set of re?nements, if necessary, to the modi?ed declara 
tive model 153b, and platform-speci?c driver 130 can trans 
late the re?ned, modi?ed declarative model 15319 for imple 
mentation in the application containers. 

Accordingly, FIGS. 1A through 3 provide a number of 
different schematics, components, and mechanisms for auto 
matically monitoring and adjusting complicated behavior in 
distributed application programs using high-level overvieW 
instructions. One Will appreciate that this ability to manage 
and adjust operational details using primarily high-level 
instructions (declarative models) alloWs for a great deal of 
scaling and loose coupling betWeen server and application 
functions. This can also provide a great deal of ?exibility and 
usability of distributed application programs, and can alloW 
system administrators to more easily (and more adequately) 
monitor and account for different resources and distributed 
application program/ system behaviors. 
The embodiments of the present invention may comprise a 

special purpose or general-purpose computer including vari 
ous computer hardWare, as discussed in greater detail beloW. 
Embodiments Within the scope of the present invention also 
include computer-readable media for carrying or having com 
puter-executable instructions or data structures stored 
thereon. Such computer-readable media can be any available 
media that can be accessed by a general purpose or special 
purpose computer. 
By Way of example, and not limitation, such computer 

readable media can comprise RAM, ROM, EEPROM, CD 
ROM or other optical disk storage, magnetic disk storage or 
other magnetic storage devices, or any other medium Which 
can be used to carry or store desired program code means in 
the form of computer-executable instructions or data struc 
tures and Which can be accessed by a general purpose or 
special purpose computer. When information is transferred or 
provided over a netWork or another communications connec 

tion (either hardWired, Wireless, or a combination of hard 
Wired or Wireless) to a computer, the computer properly vieWs 
the connection as a computer-readable medium. Thus, any 
such connection is properly termed a computer-readable 
medium. Combinations of the above should also be included 
Within the scope of computer-readable media. 

Computer-executable instructions comprise, for example, 
instructions and data Which cause a general purpose com 
puter, special purpose computer, or special purpose process 
ing device to perform a certain function or group of functions. 
Although the subject matter has been described in language 
speci?c to structural features and/or methodological acts, it is 
to be understood that the subject matter de?ned in the 
appended claims is not necessarily limited to the speci?c 
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features or acts described above. Rather, the speci?c features 
and acts described above are disclosed as example forms of 
implementing the claims. 

The present invention may be embodied in other speci?c 
forms Without departing from its spirit or essential character 
istics. The described embodiments are to be considered in all 
respects only as illustrative and not restrictive. The scope of 
the invention is, therefore, indicated by the appended claims 
rather than by the foregoing description. All changes Which 
come Within the meaning and range of equivalency of the 
claims are to be embraced Within their scope. 

We claim: 
1. At a server con?gured in a computerized environment to 

manage one or more distributed application programs 
through one or more platform-speci?c drivers, a method of 
automatically monitoring and adjusting behaviors of a dis 
tributed application program through management of one or 
more declarative models, Whereby the distributed application 
program automatically responds to ?uctuations in hardWare 
performance or user demand, comprising the acts of: 

at a server system that includes implementation means: 
sending an initial set of instructions corresponding to at 

least one declarative model of a distributed applica 
tion program to at least one platform-speci?c driver of 
the implementation means, the at least one declarative 
model describing intent for operation of one or more 
modules of the distributed application program, and 
the at least one platform-speci?c driver providing 
instructions for executing the one or more modules as 
part of the distributed application program; 

after initiation of execution of the distributed application 
program, receiving one or more event streams 

through the at least one platform-speci?c driver, the 
one or more event streams received through the at 
least one platform- speci?c driver containing informa 
tion about real-time performance of the distributed 
application program during execution of the distrib 
uted application program Within the computerized 
environment; 

correlating the received execution information about 
performance of the distributed application program 
With the at least one declarative model, including the 
described operation of the one or more modules of the 
distributed application program; and 

modifying the at least one declarative model in accor 
dance With the received execution information, 
Wherein the modi?cation to the at least one declara 
tive model adjusts one or more intended operations of 
one or more modules of the distributed application 

program. 
2. The method as recited in claim 1, Wherein the one or 

more event streams are received in response to a query that is 
scheduled to occur periodically. 

3. The method as recited in claim 1, further comprising an 
act of a monitoring component creating operational data from 
the received one or more event streams, Wherein the opera 
tional data includes behavior information metrics about 
execution of the distributed application program. 

4. The method as recited in claim 3, Wherein the act of 
creating operational data further comprises joining data of at 
least one of the one or more event streams With data in an 

declarative model repository. 
5. The method as recited in claim 3, further comprising an 

act of a forensics component querying the operational data 
With one or more queries to identify one or more operational 
trends of the distributed application program. 
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6. The method as recited in claim 5, Wherein at least one of 

the one or more queries includes one or more identi?ers of a 

module in the distributed application program. 
7. The method as recited in claim 5, Wherein the one or 

more operational trends include an indication that one or 
more hardWare components on Which the distributed appli 
cation program is executing are operating incorrectly or are 
failing. 

8. The method as recited in claim 5, Wherein the one or 
more operational trends include an indication that one or 
more softWare modules of the distributed application pro 
gram are executing incorrectly or are failing. 

9. The method as recited in claim 5, Wherein the one or 
more operational trends include an indication of a frequency 
With Which a machine that is executing at least a portion of the 
distributed application program is rebooting or otherWise 
restarting. 

10. The method as recited in claim 5, further comprising an 
act of a planner component receiving the one or more opera 
tional trends from the forensics component. 

11. The method as recited in claim 10, further comprising 
an act of the planner component correlating the one or more 
operational trends received from the forensics component 
With data of the at least one declarative model. 

12. The method as recited in claim 11, Wherein the act of 
modifying the at least one declarative model in accordance 
With the received execution information further comprises an 
act of the planner component modifying the at least one 
declarative model to create a modi?ed declarative model. 

13. The method as recited in claim 12, Wherein the modi 
?ed declarative model identi?es a different set of one or more 

hardware components on Which at least a portion of the dis 
tributed application program should be executed. 

14. The method as recited in claim 12, Wherein the modi 
?ed declarative model re?ects a change in execution or use 
policy for at least a portion of the distributed application 
program. 

15. The method as recited in claim 12, further comprising 
an act of sending the modi?ed declarative model to the imple 
mentation means, Wherein information of the modi?ed 
declarative model can be processed through the platform 
speci?c driver. 

16. The method as recited in claim 15, further comprising 
an act of the implementation means sending a subsequent set 
of instructions corresponding to the modi?ed declarative 
model to the platform-speci?c driver. 

17. At a server con?gured in a computeriZed environment 
to manage operations of one or more distributed application 
programs through one or more platform-speci?c drivers using 
one or more declarative models, a method of automatically 
adjusting operations of a distributed application program 
through periodic monitoring and tuning of the one or more 
declarative models during execution of the distributed appli 
cation program, comprising: 

at a server system comprising implementation means and 
analytics means: 
implementing, via implementation means, an initial set 

of platform-speci?c instructions for a distributed 
application container on one or more different com 

puter systems based on one or more declarative mod 
els for the distributed application program, the one or 
more declarative models describing behavior of one 
or more modules of the distributed application pro 
gram, Without describing hoW to implement such 
behavior of the one or more modules, the one or more 
declarative models loosely coupling components of 
an application system, and the one or more declarative 
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models specifying at least a domain name Where a 
module can be executed, and a plurality of permission 
sets that can be associated With execution of a module; 

initiating execution of the distributed application pro 
gram using the one or more modules, Wherein initiat 
ing execution of the distributed application program 
includes using a connection protocol based on prox 
imity of tWo or more modules, Which connection pro 
tocol is not speci?ed by the one or more declarative 

models; 
after initiating execution of the distributed application 

program, monitoring real-time behavioral informa 
tion for the one or more modules of the distributed 
application program at the one or more different com 
puter systems, Wherein monitoring real-time behav 
ioral information is through one or more event 
streams received through at least one platform-spe 
ci?c driver; 

determining from the monitored real-time behavioral 
information that one or more corresponding opera 
tional trends fall outside a desired parameter, includ 
ing at least one operational trend indicating that a 
computer system on Which at least one of the one or 
more modules is installed is rebooting too frequently; 

automatically adjusting at least one declarative model to 
account for the computer system on Which at least one 
of the one or more modules is installed rebooting too 
frequently; and 

implementing, via the implementation means, a subse 
quent set of platform-speci?c instructions for the dis 
tributed application container based on the adjusted at 
least one declarative model. 

18. The method as recited in claim 17, Wherein the one or 
more operational trends that fall outside the desired param 
eter further indicate at least: 

that at least a module of the distributed application program 
is failing too frequently. 

19. The method as recited in claim 17, Wherein the one or 
more operational trends that fall outside the desired param 
eter correspond to a usage spike and further indicate that at 
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least one of the one or more modules is receiving a number of 
processing requests during a speci?ed time interval that 
exceeds a parameter speci?ed in the one or more declarative 
models. 

20. At a server con?gured in a computeriZed environment 
to manage one or more distributed application programs 
through one or more platform-speci?c drivers, a computer 
program storage product having computer-executable 
instructions stored thereon that, When executed, cause one or 
more processors in the server to perform a method comprising 
the acts of: 

sending an initial set of instructions corresponding to at 
least one declarative model of a distributed application 
program to at least one platform-speci?c driver of imple 
mentation means, the at least one declarative model 
describing intent for operation of one or more modules 
of the distributed application program, and the at least 
one platform-speci?c driver providing instructions for 
executing the one or more modules as part of the distrib 
uted application program; 

after initiation of execution of the distributed application 
program, receiving one or more event streams through 
the at least one platform-speci?c driver, the one or more 
event streams received through the at least one platform 
speci?c driver containing information about real-time 
performance of the distributed application program dur 
ing execution of the distributed application program 
Within the computerized environment; 

correlating the received execution information about per 
formance of the distributed application program With the 
at least one declarative model, including the described 
operation of the one or more modules of the distributed 
application program; and 

modifying the at least one declarative model in accordance 
With the received execution information, Wherein the 
modi?cation to the at least one declarative model adjusts 
one or more intended operations of one or more modules 

of the distributed application program. 

* * * * * 


